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would award the same penalty to a murder prompted
by revenge for some flagrant and serious wrong as to
the murder of a parent or a friend for the sake of
pecuniary gain, provided only that both crimes were
deliberate, could claim no immunity from such a
charge.

The sixth objection would be entirely removed if
recourse were bad, as proposed by the Commissioners,
to private executions ; but, as before remarked, it seems
improbable that the system of private executions will
ever be resorted to in this country.

It appears, then, that of the objections peculiar to
capital punishment two would be considerably dimi-
nished in force, but would not be obviated, by the
legislation which the Commissioners propose, and that
one only would be actually removed; the particular
proposal by which its removal would be effected being
a proposal of which it would be sanguine to anticipate
the adoption.

On the other hand, the efficacy of capital punish-
ment, limited in its application as advised by the
Commissioners, would undoubtedly be to some extent
increased. The present inefficacy of that punish-
ment is mainly owing to the state of public opinion
upon the subject, and to the consequent reluctance
of the authorities, legal and executive, to enforce it:
and in the case of the crimes to which the Commis-
sioners desire in future to confine its operation, that
reluctance would be less active in so far that these
crimes, being deliberate, are therefore more heinous.
But, as already observed, it is not only in respect of